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VIEW: Off "the Bay Act
2. EffiectsiefifShoreline Management on

thesRPA Buffer

3. CBPA Regulations & Shoreline
Management

4. CBLAD Guidance on Shoreline
Management




IMOVERVIEW: the Chesapeake
Ba) @y@tidﬁ Act

IShFar copperative program
. W, tate and lLocal governments
dimediatfeducing nonpoint source

pollttien,.

»[Designedrto improve water quality in
the Chesapeake Bay and its tributaries
by reqguiring wise resource management
practices in the use and development of
environmentally sensitive lands.




S étw,gyjthﬁﬁty

Chesapeake Bay Preservation
- Act.

»:«198%hesapeake Bay Preservation
Aréa Designation and Management
Regulations.




%@mﬂn Viirginia
lpties, €ities and Towns in
- Tide adopt Bay' Act Programs

-

+»CBILAD provides technical and
financial assistance to help develop
and implement the local programs




nate and map Chesapeake
Bay Preservation Areas (CBPAS).

»Implement: performance criteria
within CBPAs.




TAmend local comprehensive plans to
- incorp Water guality protection
meastiiiesiconsistent with the Bay Act

and Regulations




%and ievise, where necessary,
. local pment standards to protect

Wategguality consistent with the Bay

Act andrRegulations




f ieview ol lecal Bay Act program
- imple tion

-




v - Nonuealwetiands connected by surface flow and
€0) EUS} to tidalfwetlands or tributary streams

v/ lidal shores
v Other lands

v' A buffer of not less than 100 feet in width
landward of these features and along both sides
of any tributary stream

(Lands at or near the shoreline that have an
intrinsic water quality value.)




ple sojls;, including steep slopes
v Hi pPermeable soils
v Nentiaaliwetiands not included in RPAs
v Other lands

(Lands that if improperly used or developed
have potential for causing water quality
degradation or for diminishing the functional
value of the RPA.)
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rﬁf[%:tg of Shoreline

Manmradement on the
RPA Buffer







-[@Ot Vegetated buffer area shall
@dii*present and established
es not exist.

»Purpose: To minimize the adverse
effects of human activities on the other
components of the Resource Protection
Area, State waters, and aquatic life.
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I WMgna‘g’ement Issues

flctural shereline management
are'not adeguately considered

2 Buff‘éﬂlave Peen unnecessarily cleared in
the name @ shoreline protection

< Buffers have not been properly restored after
shoreline management is completed

< Wetlands have been filled to increase buffer
widths







Shoreline







A Wyjal‘lmpacts

(S torthe RPA buffer which reduce its
SHIA protecting water quality

% Degraded water guality due to construction
activities'and reflected wave energy

< Loss of shoreline habitat, adjacent wetlands
and SAV resources




ew RIOPErtYy. Owners
%osts forishoreline stabilization
- +Con ?

Byﬁg REstoration

» Additional time required for permitting

» Potential increased erosion on nearby
properties




o

E ADNRESHOISES

ntation to VMRC
eANetla ymposium Presentation

o:oBufﬂﬁuidance Project (Input from
Localities,VMRC, DCR, VIMS, DOF, etc.)
% Outreach Efforts

< Publications
< Training




%ﬁpendent Facilities
"l Gener gformance Criteria

. Buf#ﬂ%odification Criteria
m\\Water Quality Impact Assessments




y WQges’l’n the RPA
Lypes ofi development are
| N the RPA:

PDET;
B

1. water'dependent uses,

2. re-development.




ocated on the shoreline by

reasomrortne /ntrHnsic nature of its
operation”




l;»y\/';- BrDEpEndent Facility

| %Outfall Structures

o Mar‘iﬂ%

B Boat docking structures

m Shoreline management structures
(bulkheads, revetments, etc.)




dediwater dependent

el ‘,@ provided that:

Wr dependent components are
. locate wgde the RPA

s

B Facilitiestecomply: with the General
Perfermance Criteria of the Regulations




5By
l’ﬂ =rz)) F rm’ance Criteria

ore /and Shigll be disturped than
51/ 1. to provide for the desired

USENDIE GEVE/OPITIENL.

2. Indigenous vegetation shall be
préeserved to the maximum extent

pOssible.




may’ be; pruned or removed to provide
Inesfand’ vistas — must be replaced

allfbe constructed and surfaced to
control’eresion.

% Dead, diseased, or dying trees may be
removed.

< Trees and vegetation may be removed for
shoreline erosion control projects.
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‘W:elme‘, Vanagement

D L0 sHiorelifie erosion control
\ DIOJEGISHUEES arld woody vegetation
e % HoVed, necessary control
lechrIgUESemployed, and appropriate
Vegelation estaplished to protect or
Stapllize the shoreline in accordance
wilthl the best avallable technical aadvice
and appiicable permit conditions or
reguirements. ” ( 9VAC10-20-130.B.1.d)




Neterd@uality Impact

%quality Jmpact assessment
N S/l 6qu/rea’ Jor any. proposed

aevelspiient Withiin. the Resource
ProtecuiomArea” (9VAC10-20-210.E)




i IMpacts o proposed
- devel At to water guality and other

RPAJBIRAS

» Determine specific measures for
mitigation of those impacts

» Specific content and procedures for
WQIAs to be determined by localities




-
- [FADIGuidance on
Shereline Management
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A0 Giflefelgles

InE manadement is an allowable
PA because it is water

dependent (the Bay Act does not
restrict property owner’s ability to

protect their property from shoreline
erosion)
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SLABNGIdance

pe ol shereline protection will
. deter the level of impact to the
RPAJSUITES, water quality and adjacent
shallowswater habitats




-,

A0 Giflefelgles

INImize the impacts of shoreline
it, the least intrusive means
of stawjlization should be used

consistent'with best available technical
advice




W.gana;
' izing soﬁ1e shiorelines will require
. d'grading in the 100-foot
RPA gff

B Any: modification to the buffer should be
the minimum necessary to achieve the
desired shoreline management
objective




AIDNEUIEERCE
lications; torbufifer vegetation for

tabilization are allowed, but
mpt firom the provisions of the

CBPAREgGUIations.




W.gana;
Wns must be taken to avoid
L Water Wty Impacts during

constiiction; and

B Any disturbed areas in the buffer must
be revegetated to restore all previous
water quality protection functions.




W dance

Uiier functlons to protect adjacent
Wetla welllas water quality in

general

B \Wetlands should not be filled in order to
provide an adequate buffer




Wigancﬁ

W [ecalitiestneed to have a mechanism for
consideringMoutier modification proposals and
al t@)asslire appropriate mitigation.

B Existing Bay Act requirements for Water
Quality Impact Assessments (WQIAs) should
be used by localities to review stabilization
proposals




w el lecalland state officials

. Devé&) Gujdance on:

- Administrative procedures for
managing buffer modifications

'S of buffer restoration

- Technical aspec




_ &vwg\ccblad .State.va.us
-







